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CONSTRUCTION VALUE ENGINEERING CHANGE PROPOSAL &Y
MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Date  6/15/09

Contract ID _080919-701 JobNo, _J710599

County Lawrence Route 44 Original Bid Cost $6,344,873.92

Contractor _APAC-Missouri,Inc, = - By David Wilkins

Designed By _APAC-Missouri, Inc, Phone 417-868-6700
VECP 09-55

1. Description of existing requirements and proposed change(s). Advantages/Disadvantages

The original design called for removing Rt. 39 and replacing it with either 13’ asphalt or 9” non-
reinforced concrete. The plans specified that certain areas could be bid as optional pavement, and some
to be bid as mandatory 9” non-reinforced concrete pavement. APAC-Missouri, Inc. bid 9” non-
reinforced concrete pavement for the entire project. APAC-Missouri, Inc. is proposing to leave Rt. 39 in
place where existing Rt. 39 and new Rt. 39 alignment allow, and construct a 9” concrete base widening
capped off with an 3.5 of SP125B 76-22; constructed in two 1-3/4" lifts. Rt. 39 would be widened with
-9 concrete from Sta. 773+35.93 to Sta. 782+05 and from Sta. 748+76.70 to Sta, 755+25. This would
allow for approximately 1,441.5 SY of Rt. 39 to be left in place and overlayed with an 1-3/4” SP125B 76- -
22. The vertical curve would have to be modified to allow for Rt. 39 to be left in place. At Sta. 755+50 we
propose that the new pavement grade match the existing pavement, and match existing cross slope of Rt,
39. From Sta. 755+50 to the new bridge, the grades would be transitioned back to plan elevations. [
have attached a drawing of the proposed cross slopes from Sta, 771+50 to Sta. 775+50 to allow for the
new: pavement to tie-in with existing Rt. 39.

: Note No engineering fees were included in the above proposal We are requestmg that 1f nny ,
engineering is required, MoDOT perform the engineering at no cost to APAC-Missouri, Inc or thl& e
proposal APAC-Missouri, Inc. to excluslvely retain asphali bonuses and deducts. We are submxttmg :
this as a VE 50/50 split. Asphalt prices in this proposal are based upon April 2009 MoDOT AC index
and would be adjusted accordingly at the time placed.

The advantage of overlaying Rt. 39 in lieu of replacing it is that it will serve the same purpose at a lower

cost to the taxpayers. It w:ll also allow for faster construction time and thus minimizing disruption to the
traveling public.
APAC-Missouri, lnc. does not foresee any dusadvantagee to the above proposal,

"The estimated net savings is $31,725.61. See -
attached quantity summary.

2. Estimate of peduction in construction costs.
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APAC-Missouri, Inc. foresees no additional costs for MODOT.

4. Anticipated date for submittal of detailed change(s) of items required by Section 104.6 of the
Specifications.

Detailed breakdown is attached
(date)

5. Deadline for issuing a change order to obtain maximum cost reduction, noting the effect of contract
completion time or delivery schedule, '

June 19, 2009 No change to-completion date or schedule.
{date) (effect)

6. Dates of any previous or concurrent submission of the same proposal.

N/A

(date and/or dates)
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, Springfield Branch Office
apac
, Springfield; Missouri 65801

® (417) 868-6700 = Fax (417) 868-6785

APAC — Missouri, Inc. » Missouri Division « P.O. Box 1117 « Columbia, Missour} 65206 e (573) 449-0886 » Fax (573) 449-7966

June 15, 2009

" MoDOT Dist. #7
Attn: Steve Campbell, RE
1501 Malcolm Mosby Dr.
Neasho, MO 64580

Re: JOB NO: J710599
Rt. 44, Lawrence County

Dear Steve,

Attached are four copies of our proposal for concrete base widening and overlyaing Rt.
39 the above referenced project. We are submitting this proposal under section 104.6
of the Missouri Standard Specifications for Highway Construction. We feel that the
proposal meets the Value Engineering requirements because it reduces the overall cost
of the project for the taxpayers. As noted in our proposal, no engineering costs have
been added to our proposal. | am requesting a response from MoDOT, in writing, by no
later than June 18, 2009. | feel this deadline is fair since based upon previous
correspondence, the VE is approved conceptual, however, MoDOT did not like the idea
of such a thin lift over concrete base widening. The revised proposal is the exact same
as the last proposal submitted June 4, however, in lieu of petromat, we are proposing to
place an 1.75" of SP125B 76-22. This would bring the total asphalt thickness on the

concrete base widening to 3.5 of SP125B 76-22.
If you have any questions, feel free to call.

incér ly,
6 i 1.......—..——-—-"’—""
David Wilkins
Project Engineer
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VALUE ENGINEERING CHECK SHEET

TYPE OF WORK

(Check one that applies)

Bridge/Structure/Footings

Drainage Structures (RCP, RCB, CMP’s, ect.)
TCP/MOT

Paving (PCCP, ect.)

Grading/MSE Walls

Signal/Lighting/ITS

Misc.

DO0O0OXODOGO

SUMMARY OF PROPOSAL

(If needed, condense summary to a couple of lines)

Overlay a portion of intersecting route in lieu of remove and replace.

SCANNING OF DOCUMENT

If the proposal is large, please mark or make note, which pages need to be scanned into the database. If
there are special instructions, make note of them here.

Scan proposal only.




